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(May 


Convolvulus spithamanis. The writer collected this species on a 
low gravel ridge in Franklin, in June, 1908, and has observed it grow¬ 
ing at the same station nearly every year since that date. This 
appears to be the only station reported from Eastern Connecticut. 

Pcdicularis lanccolnta. Franklin, frequent by streams and on low 
grounds. 

Hide ns I',atom. Old Lyme, in brackish marshes, where it grows 
among tall grasses and sedges, and is not easy to detect till late in the 
season. The writer’s first collection was made September 29, 1915. 
Professor M. L. Fernald states that the Lyme plant is “perfectly good 
liidens Katom; exactly like the plant from the Merrimac marshes.” 


m 


A colony of several hundred plants in a 


remote pasture, at OH Lyme. 

Lapsana communis. Well established in Franklin, where the writer 
has collected it tor several years. New Haven is the only station 

t/ */ 

_ % 

reported in the Connecticut Catalogue. 

Sonchus arvensis. Old Lyme, on gravelly shores. 

Specimens ot the above plants, with three exceptions, have been 

deposited in the Gray Herbarium, and the remaining plants will be 
depositee! later. 


New Haven, Connecticut. 


Note on the proper Name for the Sassafras. — The scientific 
name ot the common Sassafras, which has suffered at least two altera¬ 
tions within the past tour decades, must once more be changed, 
although the name to be adopted is fortunately that by which the 
species has been most universally known. The plant was originally 
described by Linnaeus as Laurus Sassafras (Sp. i. 371 (1753)). Salis¬ 
bury, in pursuance of that policy of “improving” scientific names to 
which he seems to have given freer rein than almost any other of the 

^ t/ 

curly botanists, based the new name Laurus variifoNa (Prod. 344 
(1796)) on Lauras Sassafras L. Sp. ed. 2. 530, without a word of descrip¬ 
tion or annotation. His name is consequently a perfect example of 
the class ot still-born names {novnna abortivu), which according to the 
International Rules ot Nomenclature, as finally drawn up in 1910, 
are incapable of adoption unless employed by the first author who 
transferred the plant to its accepted position. The name Sassafras 
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variifolium (Salisb.) Ktze. Rev. i. 574 (1891), now used by those who 
follow the Vienna Rules and reject the tautonym Sassafras Sassafras 
(L.) Karst. Deutsch. FI. 505 (1880-83), must accordingly he dropped. 
The valid name to replace it is Sassafras officinale Nees & Eberm. 
Handb. Med.-Pharm. Bot. ii. 418 (1831), a name given when the 

species was transferred from Lauras to Sassafras. It should be men¬ 
tioned, in explanation of the use of S. variifolium (Salisb.) Ktze. in the 

seventh edition of Grav’s Manual (1008), that at the time the Manual 

%«• 

was prepared the status of the class of names known as nomina abor- 
tiva was still under discussion and no legislation regarding them had 

been incorporated in the International ( ode. 

The subglabrous and more or less glaucous variety, recently dis¬ 
cussed by Prof. Fernald in Riiodora, should be called 


albidum 


now 


— Laurus (Kuos mu s) albula Xutt. Gen. i. 259 (ISIS). Sassafras 
variifolium (Salisb.) Ktze. var. albiduui (Xutt.) I'ernald, Rhodora x\. 
1G (1913), q. v. for full non\ mi 

Mention should be made of an earlier and (by International Rules) 


# 


It 


occurs in his synopsis of the economic plants of Japan (\ erh. Bata\. 

Genootsch. xii. 23 (1830)), as follows. 

“Sassafras, Sieb. 

“ S. officinalis , Sieb. Siromotsi, Japon. (v. v. h. b.). 

“ Sijnon: Laurus Sassafras P. S.. . . 

“8. Thunbergii, Sieb. Kuromotsi, Japon. (v. v. h. b.). 

“Sijnon: Lindera umbellata, Th.. . . 

As Siebold’s use of the name Sassajras, although apparently the 
earliest in postlinnaean times, is unaccompanied by diagnosis or refer¬ 
ence to an earlier generic name, it is not valid according to the Inter¬ 


national Rules. 


flic 


Sassafras P(ers.) S(yn. i. 450 (1805)), must consequently be dis¬ 
regarded. The plant really intended by Siebold is of course not our 
Sassafras, which does not grow in Japan, but is, according to the 
Index Kewensis, Lindera triloba Blume, while his S. Thunbergii is 
Lindera umbellata Thunb.— S. I. Blake, Gray Herbarium. 





